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Abstract 
Main purpose of this study is to observe the implementation of students  who studying in Karadeniz Technic University (KTU), 
Atatürk University, Istanbul University, Kafkas University and Ni÷de University in Turkey on academic qualifications  and their 
attitudes. The data were collected in 2008-2009 academic year. In this research , descriptional method was used and 443 female, 
337 male in total 781 student attended. “Chi – square” test was applied to determine if there was a connection between titles and
attitudes from variables. Besides SPSS for Microsoft was also used in this research. Following results was found out: a distinct
difference was marked in the students’  opinions of academic personnel, Specificly when looked at attitudes depending on 
academic qualifications  a highly significant difference was found.  Students have a positive attitudes  to titles as” Member of the 
university . If we look at the student's class flexibilities in feature we see that the rate of positive attitude at grade 1 is higher, this
rate changes variably at the class flexibilities of 2nd, 3rd and 4th grade by increasing in negative attitudes. There are meaninful
differences according to the universities the students study. These attitudes also differs from university to university based on the 
university’s vision, mission, performance of academic personnel, the general tendency of university and students covering their
social- cultural necessities. Finally sexual variables no difference was found out from the attitudes towards male and female 
academic personnel. 
Keywords: Member of the university; demoratic; attitude; university student. 
1. Introduction 
Etymologic background of democracy term comes from ancient Greek. Whether term of “demos” was used in the 
mean of public, term of “krasia” was used in the mean of government or dominance in ancient Greek. Thus, term of 
democracy means “dominance of the public” (ùaylan, 1998, 18). As seen, the first usage of the democracy term has 
a political context traditionally. However, the meaning of the democracy exceeds out of its own meaning during the 
process and then it turns into a concept that it’s got rich content. With this aspect, democracy becomes a concept that 
is used to tell a model of a behavior or an attitude. Duty of bringing in democratic living culture and democratic 
values are regarded as one of the basis duties of the school (Blair, 2003). 
Improving democratic living culture depends on whether education systems are democratic or not. On assessing 
the subject from this point of view, analytical thinking, interrogating and arguing skills should be brought in to the 
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students from preschool education to higher education. (Garrison, 2003; Greenberg, 1992; 2003). When supervised 
in general to the societies, societies’ quality of life is related to the degree of development in democracy and 
economy. Harber (2002) states that democratic attitudes and values can be learned and they are not hereditary.
 According to this basic fact, the whole societies’ lucks are equal for qualified democratic system. Many 
researchers state that democratic living culture and democratic attitudes can only be acquired in education system 
during the early years of the education. (Court, 2004). It is very useful that individuals’ acquiring democratic values 
should not be left to the university education by applying former education levels before. For this reason, democratic 
citizenship models are required to be a sample to the students as Karaman-Kepenekçi stated (2005).  
Subject of how democratic attitude will be acquired to the young people is a big dilemma.  Thus, it is taken notice 
of democracy as a system in level of attitudes and behaviors by practicing and adapting in everyday life. In short, 
democracy is a system that cannot be acquired and adapted without evaluating in political socialization process, not 
forming democratic role models mission and adapting in a social environment in which considerate to allowance, 
human rights and individual rights. (San, 1985, s. 211). 
It is stated that university academic staffs’ democratic attitudes on processing students’ affairs are effective on 
students’ acquiring democratic attitude (Rowland, 2003).
 In this study, students’ evaluations on academic staffs’ democratic attitudes according to full time academic 
staffs, gender, university and class of the academics are aimed.       
1. Do the academics’ attitudes change according to their a. Gender, b. University, c. Level of the class? 
2. Is there a relation between the academics’ academic degrees and their attitudes according to the regarded 
meanings? How existing/non-existing relation can be defined?  
2. Method 
2.1. Sample 
Within the inclusion of 443 boys and 337 girls, totally 781 students participated in the research.  47 students’ 
forms are cancelled because of filling out wrong. In the table, individuals’ dispersals according to their gender, 
university and level of class who form sample are given: 
           Table 1. Students’ dispersal according to their universities
2.2. Data Collection Means 
In order to collect data, an approach scale is prepared. On preparing an approach scale;
1. To prepare an approach scale, related literature is scanned. Related studies, done before, are analyzed from 
subject and content aspects.
2. Due diligence is done with university academics by oral and written interview.  
3. University students’ opinions are collected with the same system.  
4. Approach scale is formed by information attained from related literature. Approach scale is formed from seven 
approach as Authoritarian, Concerned, Democrat, Insensible, Concerned Authoritarian, Insensible, 
Authoritarian, Concerned Democrat. 
In addition to this approach scale;
a. Personal Identification Form   
b. To determine academics’ attitudes, approach scale is applied one by one.
Moreover, some questions to find out academics’ academic level are asked while evaluating attitudes in personal 
identification forms. In attitude determining scale, Authoritarian, Concerned, Democrat, Insensible, Concerned 
Authoritarian, Insensible Authoritarian, Concerned Democrat approaches are given place. 
Universities                                Girl          Boy      Total     Dispersal of class         
Kafkas University                         85             83 168 1st Class     96    
Black Sea Technical University   65              68 134 2nd Class    281    
Atatürk University                        45             49           
østanbul University                        90             91           




3rd Class    144 
4rd Class 214
Total          735 
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2.3. Operation process 
Necessary permission is taken from university rector ship to apply the questionnaire.  Survey taker students are 
chosen by meeting with the academics, students are informed and then questionnaire is applied under the 
supervision of the academics.  
In analyzing data, frequency and percentage are scaled in order to determine university students’ regarded 
meaning of academics’ attitudes according to different variants. To define whether there is a relation between 
regarded meaning from variants point of view “ Khi-KARE “ test is applied by the help of SPSS for Windows 
packet  program.  
3. Results (Findings) 
In this section, statistical analysis of obtained data and these analysis tables are given place.  Dispersal of students 
who form the sample is given in table 2.  
Table 2. Students who form the sample dispersal according to their universities
N % Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 
Valid Atatürk 96 12,3 12,3 12,3 
østanbul 181 23,2 23,2 35,5 
Kafkas 168 21,5 21,5 57,1 
Ktü 134 17,2 17,2 74,2 
Ni÷de 201 25,7 25,8 100,0 
Total 780 99,9 100,0 
Missing System 1 ,1 
Total 781 100,0 
3.1. Findings Related To What Kind Of A Relation Between Regarded Meanings Of Academics’ Attitudes According 
To Students’ Genders: 
Table 3 Frequency, percentage and Khi-Kare values That Relation between Regarded Meanings of Academics’ Attitudes According To 
Students’ Genders
              Gender 




Authoritarian Count 76 47 123
% within 
 Academics 61,8% 38,2% 100,0% 
Concerned Count 58 35 93
% within 
Academics 62,4% 37,6% 100,0% 
Democrat Count 26 14 40
% within 
Academics 65,0% 35,0% 100,0% 
Insensible Count 37 33 70
% within 
Academics 52,9% 47,1% 100,0% 
Concerned 
Authoritarian
Count 78 75 153
% within 
Academics 51,0% 49,0% 100,0% 
Insensible
Authoritarian
Count 56 40 96
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% within 
Academics 58,3% 41,7% 100,0% 
Concerned 
Democrat 
Count 42 44 86
% within 
Academics 48,8% 51,2% 100,0% 
Total Count 373 288 661
% within 
Academics 56,4% 43,6% 100,0% 
(Ȥ(6)= 8.334; p>.05).
As seen Table 3, there is no meaningful relation between gender and democratic attitude. 
3.2. Findings Related To What Kind Of A Relation Between Regarded Meanings Of Academics’ Attitudes According 
To Students’ Class Levels: 
Table 4 Frequency, percentage and Khi-Kare values That Relation between Regarded Meanings of Academics’ Attitudes according To 
Students’ Class Levels
Class Total
1 2 3 4
Acade
mics 
Authoritarian Count 15 50 30 28 123
% within 
Academics 12,2% 40,7% 24,4% 22,8% 100,0% 
Concerned Count 11 32 16 33 92
% within 
Academics 12,0% 34,8% 17,4% 35,9% 100,0% 
Democrat Count 12 10 6 12 40
% within 
Academics 30,0% 25,0% 15,0% 30,0% 100,0% 
Insensible Count 13 27 10 20 70
% within 
Academics 18,6% 38,6% 14,3% 28,6% 100,0% 
Concerned 
Authoritarian
Count 28 58 22 45 153
% within 
Academics 18,3% 37,9% 14,4% 29,4% 100,0% 
Insensible
Authoritarian
Count 4 26 27 39 96
% within 
Academics 4,2% 27,1% 28,1% 40,6% 100,0% 
Concerned 
Democrat 
Count 15 31 10 30 86
% within 
Academics 17,4% 36,0% 11,6% 34,9% 100,0% 
Total Count 98 234 121 207 660
% within 
Academics 14,8% 35,5% 18,3% 31,4% 100,0% 
X2=40.125 sd=18  P=.002 
In Table 4, there is a meaningful relation on looking students’ class variant. While the percentage of positive 
attitude is higher in first class, it is seen that negative attitude percentage is increasing in 2nd 3rd and 4th classes.
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3.3. Findings Related To What Kind Of A Relation Between Regarded Meanings Of Academics’ Attitudes According 
To Students’ Universities: 
Table 5 Frequency, percentage and Khi-Kare values That Relation between Regarded Meanings of Academics’ Attitudes according To 
Students’ Universities
University Total
Atatürk østanbul Kafkas Ktü Ni÷de
Acade
mics 
Authoritarian Count 9 29 34 13 38 123
% within 
Academics 7,3% 23,6% 27,6% 10,6% 30,9% 100,0% 
Concerned Count 14 32 18 15 14 93
% within 
Academics 15,1% 34,4% 19,4% 16,1% 15,1% 100,0% 
Democrat Count 3 9 15 6 7 40
% within 
Academics 7,5% 22,5% 37,5% 15,0% 17,5% 100,0% 
Insensible Count 3 21 12 6 28 70
% within 
Academics 4,3% 30,0% 17,1% 8,6% 40,0% 100,0% 
Concerned 
Authoritarian
Count 9 43 56 37 8 153
% within 
Academics 5,9% 28,1% 36,6% 24,2% 5,2% 100,0% 
Insensible
Authoritarian
Count 7 35 10 20 24 96
% within 
Academics 7,3% 36,5% 10,4% 20,8% 25,0% 100,0% 
Concerned 
Democrat 
Count 20 10 23 20 13 86
% within 
Academics 23,3% 11,6% 26,7% 23,3% 15,1% 100,0% 
Total Count 65 179 168 117 132 661
% within 
Academics 9,8% 27,1% 25,4% 17,7% 20,0% 100,0% 
X2=114.476  sd=24  P=.000  
As seen Table 5, there is a meaningful relation between students’ universities and democratic attitude.  
4. Results and Discussion 
x On looking at the attitudes in general, there is a meaningful difference between students’ opinions on academics’.  
x There is not a meaningful difference between male and female academics’ attitudes on gender variant.   
x On checking class variant, there are a high percentage of positive attitudes in the 1st class but negative attitude 
percentage increases in 2nd 3rd and 4th classes.
x There are meaningful differences according to the students’ universities. These differences take root from 
universities’ visions, performance of the academics, attitudes of the university administration, responding 
students’ social-cultural needs. These factors are very effective on forming these differences. 
These results overlap with Ergün and others (1999) research named “Characteristics of an Ideal University 
Lecturer”. Our findings overlap with that there is not a meaningful difference on gender variant but there is a 
meaningful difference on students’ opinions on academics’ attitudes.  
This research results are in parallel with “Education Faculty’s Students’ Opinions on Academics’ Democratic 
Attitudes and Behaviors” research done by Duman and Koç (2004).  
In addition to this, many researches are done on reliability and legality of students’ evaluation results. There are 
researches that evaluation depends on students’ opinions are important and reliable (Murray 1983, Arubayi 1987). 
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5. Suggestions 
x University academicals staffs should have pedagogical formation.  
x Students should not accept university as an information center. The easiest value in global word is “produced 
information”. Instead of handing handy knowledge to the students, an opportunity should be obtained to the 
students in order to produce new information from old knowledge. Thus, academic staffs should be educated to 
supply students’ physical and psychological needs at all areas. When needs are supplied, students’ point of view 
to the university and academic staffs will be changed.  
x Academics should behave equally to the students at and outside the university without discriminating on gender.  
x Psychological domination that is applied or desired to be applied to the university students such as giving low 
mark, letting to fail in class, removing from school wound deep trauma on students self-concept, break students 
own faith, abolish asserting the students’ own rights and righting a wrong. University administration should 
forestall these kinds of sanctions. Despite of using thread and penalty sanction, love and respect sanction should 
be used.
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